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DETAILED ACTION 

This final office action is prepared in response to the applicant's amendments and 
arguments filed on April 9, 2008, as a reply to the non-final office action mailed on January 15, 
2008. 

Claims 1-3, 5-12, 14-15 and 17-34 have been canceled; 

Claims 4, 13 and 16 have been amended; 

Claims 35-40 are newly added; 

Claims 4, 13, 16 and 35-40 are now pending; 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on April 9, 2008 have been carefully 
considered but are deemed unpersuasive. 

Applicant's arguments are deemed moot in view of the following new grounds of 
rejection as explained here below, necessitated by Applicant's substantial amendments to the 
claims that significantly affected the scope thereof. 

Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 4, 13, 16 and 35-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Kennedy (U.S. Patent No. 6,134,582). 

Regarding claim 35, Kennedy disclosed in a computing network comprised of a 
plurality of interconnected servers for transferring messages among the interconnected servers 
(column 2, lines 40-41 disclosed a system for managing messages in a client-server 
environment), and wherein at least some of the servers use a communication protocol that is not 
configured for communicating filtering information to the server (column 8, line 54 disclosed a 
POP3 server; the POP3 protocol does not support communication of filtering information to the 
server), and wherein the computing network also comprises a plurality of client side computing 
devices for accessing the servers and downloading messages (Fig. 1 and column 7, lines 10-12 
disclose a plurality client devices 11a, lib and 1 lc), a method of using client-side tracking 
mechanisms to allow a client side computing device to efficiently determine which messages 
need to be downloaded from the at least some servers for filtering at the client side computing 
device, so that essentially most of the filtering operations occur before the messages are 
downloaded (Figs. 4a-4k), the method comprising: 

setting at a client side computing device a filter criteria for new messages (column 3, 
lines 4-7 disclose that the step of downloading a message from the server to the client can 
include determining whether a size restriction has been set for downloading the message, where 
setting a size restriction is an example of setting a filter criteria); 
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receiving at a client side computing device a list that identifies the messages maintained 
at at least one server using a communication protocol that is not configured for communicating 
filtering information to the server (column 10, lines 5-22 disclose that the client 20 transmits a 
UIDL, TOP or LIST command to the server to request for identification information associated 
with a message; In the POP3 protocol, each of these commands may also request for 
identification information associated with a list of messages); 

retrieving at the client side computing device a message store table that contains records 
identifying messages that have met the filter criteria, and marking each record with a flag (Figs. 
4a-4k; column 9, lines 45-48 disclose that Figs. 4a-4k illustrates a client-based database for 
archiving messages, and marking each message with flags such as "On server", "Download", and 
"Delete"); 

retrieving at the client side computing device a table that contains records identifying 
messages that have not met the filter criteria (Figs. 4a-4k illustrate the client based database table 
39 that contains columns "Message Size" and "Download flag"; column 18, lines 14-19 disclose 
that the message size for a message can be populated in the message size field immediately after 
obtaining the list of message sizes at step 328 in Fig. 5c; by following the steps in Fig. 5c, one of 
ordinary skill in the art can conclude that the result of the process is a database table 39 that may 
contain message entries whose message size field is populated but the "Download" flag remains 
unchecked because the message is greater than the predetermined size limit, therefore is not 
downloaded, i.e., these entries identify messages that have not met the filter criteria of size 
restriction). 
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comparing the messages identified in the received list with the records contained in the 
message store table and the checked table (column 12, lines 21-40 disclose that an UIDL 
retrieved from the server is compared to each message entry in the database 39 to determine 
whether there is a match) and then downloading to an inbox at the client side computing device 
only those messages that do not already correspond to a record in the message store table 
(column 12, lines 59-60 disclose that each new message is downloaded into the local message 
store 38, which is equivalent to an inbox recited in the claim), so that download time is limited 
only to new messages (column 15, lines 52-54 disclose that an advantage of Kennedy's invention 
is that messages that have already been downloaded from the server to the local message store 
are not downloaded again) 

checking the new messages downloaded against the filter criteria, and either adding a 
new record to the message store table if the filter criteria is met (column 13, lines 27-28 disclose 
that after downloading new messages to the local message store 38, a "download" flag is set in a 
message entry of the database 39; in Kennedy, only new messages that meets the size restriction 
criteria are downloaded; see Fig. 5c and column 17, lines 35-50 for more information), or else 
adding a new record to the checked table if the filter criteria is not met (As already addressed 
above, by considering the disclosure in column 18, lines 14-19, the result of the process 
described in Fig. 5c is a database table 39 that may contain message entries whose message size 
field is populated but the "Download" flag remains unchecked because the message is greater 
than the predetermined size limit, and therefore is not downloaded, i.e., these entries identify 
messages that have not met the filter criteria of size restriction); and 
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removing any remaining records with marked flags in the message store table and the 
checked table (column 15, lines 2-5 disclose that each message entry having an "on server" flag 
in a false state "F" is deleted from the databse 39 because the associated message is no longer 
located on the server). 

Kennedy does not explicitly disclose the following elements in the claim: 

a. A checked table that only contains records identifying messages that have not met the 
filter criteria and marking each record with a flag; 

b. That the message store table and the checked table are two distinct tables; and 

c. The marking and unmarking of records in the message store table and the checked 
table in the exact same sequence as described in the claim; and 

Regarding clement a, Examiner asserts that although Kennedy does not explicitly 
disclose the said checked table, the database table 39 disclosed by Kennedy in Figs. 4a-4k 
contains enough information in columns "UIDL", "Message Size" and "Download" that one of 
ordinary skilled in the art can utilize the information to identify messages not meeting the filter 
criteria (i.e., size restriction) in many different ways, with the said checked table being one of the 
possible embodiments, where the said check table can be generated by querying the database 39 
using any database querying languages. 

It would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Kennedy so that messages that have not met the filter criteria are explicitly identified 
using a table, which table can be generated by querying the database 39 illustrated in Figs. 4a-4k. 
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One would have been motivated to modify as such by Kennedy's disclosure in column 
15, lines 50-67 and column 16, lines 1-2 that there exists efficiency problems in prior systems 
due to downloading a message twice. It is in the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art 
that the efficiency problem includes unnecessary downloading of messages that do not meet 
filter criteria, therefore a way to identify such messages to avoid unnecessary downloading is 
highly desirable. 

As to element b, Examiner asserts that the claim does not explicitly state that the message 
store table and the checked table are two distinct database tables. 

As to element c, Examiner asserts that marking and unmarking of records in data tables is 
a matter of implementation choice, and that Kennedy's way of setting flags and fields in the 
database 39 can achieve the same result as what the application is claiming. 

Claim 36 is a method claim that contains substantially the same limitations as claim 35. 

Furthermore, claim 36 includes the limitation that the method is implemented by 
computer program product's computer-executable instructions, which is anticipated by 
Kennedy's disclosure in column 5, lines 55-67 of the exemplary operating environment for the 
invention, where the operating environment comprises programs that include routines, operating 
systems and application programs that are computer program product's computer-executable 
instructions. 

Therefore claim 36 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 35. 
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Regarding claim 37, Kennedy disclosed an obvious variation of the method as defined in 
claims 35 or 36. 

Kennedy further disclosed that the client side computing device includes a plurality of 
application programs running on the client side computing device (column 5, lines 21-67), and 

wherein one or more of the application programs may configured by a user to establish 
filtering criteria for message information handled by that particular application program (column 
3, lines 5-7 disclose that the client device can set a size restriction for downloading messages). 

Regarding claim 38, Kennedy disclosed an obvious variation of the method as defined in 
claim 37. 

Kennedy further disclosed that the client side computing device includes a message store 
managing component which allows each of the application programs to store and retrieve stored 
messages for that application program (column 4, lines 41-45). 

Regarding claim 39, Kennedy disclosed an obvious variation of the method as defined in 
claim 38. 

Kennedy further disclosed that the client side computing device includes a plurality of 
transports configured to receive and transmit different types of messages (column 8, lines 45-50 
disclosed IMAP, POP3, SMTP, MIME and HTML as different transports for receiving and 
transmitting messages). 
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Regarding claim 40, Kennedy disclosed an obvious variation of the method as defined in 
claim 39. 

Kennedy further disclosed that the messages may comprise any or all of the following 
kinds of messages: IMAP4, SMS, POP3, Active Sync, IM, and MMS (column 8, lines 45-50 
disclosed IMAP, POP3, SMTP, MIME and HTML; applying the invention to other messages 
such as SMS, Active Sync, IM and MMS is an obvious variation). 

Regarding claim 4, Kennedy disclosed an obvious variation of the method of claim 35. 
Kennedy further disclosed wherein receiving the list that identifies the messages comprises 
issuing a UIDL command to a POP3 server and receiving a plurality of unique message 
identifiers in response (column 10, lines 5-22). 

Regarding claim 13, Kennedy disclosed an obvious variation of the method of claim 35. 

Kennedy does not explicitly disclose that the filtering criteria comprise a time window. 

However, Friend disclosed a system and method for full wireless synchronization of data 
between a wireless device and a messaging system, where the data includes e-mail messages 
(column 2, lines 14-20) and the synchronization may be done for relatively new messages, e.g., 
messages received over a 24-hour period (column 12, lines 54-57). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Kennedy with Friend's teaching such that Kennedy's e-mail managing system use a 
time window as a criteria for deciding whether a message should be downloaded, so as to avoid 
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downloading old messages that is of less interests to the user, and therefore further improve the 
efficiency of the message management. 

One would have been motivated to combine Kennedy and Friend because both inventions 
disclose e-mail message synchronization between client devices and message servers (Kennedy, 
column 2, lines 40-48 and Friend, column 2, lines 24-31), and both inventions express the need 
for saving bandwidth and time on the device during synchronization (Kennedy, column 16, lines 
1-2 and Friend, column 21, line 30), therefore adding a time window as the filter criteria to 
Kennedy's invention would have yielded the predictable results of saving download bandwidth 
and time without undue experimentation. 

Regarding claim 16, Kennedy disclosed the method of claim 36 wherein receiving the 
list that identifies the messages comprises issuing a UIDL command to a POP3 server (column 
10, lines 5-22). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHIRLEY X. ZHANG whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5012. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am - 5:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on (57 1 ) 272-3922. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/S. X. Z.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2144 
06/26/2008 

/William C. Vaughn, Jr./ 
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